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The article (see the beginning in Quaestio Rossica, 2014, no. 3) is devoted to
the scholarly work of an outstanding Russian historian, a corresponding mem-
ber of the Russian Academy of Sciences, Sergey Mihajlovich Kashtanov. Without
exaggeration, he can be considered an authority of Soviet and Russian academic
historical thought. The list of his professional interests alone is impressive as it
ranges from the study of sources and archaeography to historiography and the
history of state institutions as well as from diplomatics to historical demograph-
ics and geography. Sergey Kashtanov is a medievalist, whose research focuses on
medieval Russia which he studies by referring to the historical context of Europe-
an countries between the Middle Ages and the Early Modern Period. As a result,
Kashtanov’s contribution to comparative medieval history is significant. Addi-
tionally, Kashtanov’s works on diplomatics are recognized worldwide because he
puts forward original methods of analysis for medieval acts. As a scholar, Sergey
Kashtanov may be characterized both as a theoretician and practitioner as well as
aresearcher of feudal property. He proposed a number of new methods of analy-
sis in paleography, filigree studies, and codicology, and, finally, he is an observant
and witty historiographer. Being a follower of A. A. Zimin and S. O. Schmidt,
S. M. Kashtanov is a rare representative of Russia’s high academic tradition of hu-
manities dating back to the prerevolutionary era. This unique atmosphere which
is, sadly, becoming nonexistent, is permanently present in the life and work of the
main character of the article.

Keywords: S. M. Kashtanov; comparative mediaeval studies;
historiography; source studies; diplomatics; history of feudalism.

Cratbsa (Hawano cM.: Quaestio Rossica, 2014, Ne 3) mocBsleHa Hay4HO-
My TBOPYECTBY BBIJAIOIIETOCA PYCCKOTO MCTOPMKA, WIeHA-KOPPeCIOH/eH-
ta PAH Cepres Muxarinosnya Kamranosa. OH 6e3 mpeyBemnueHNs MOXET
6bITh Ha3BaH HECTBYIOIMM K/IaCCUKOM COBETCKON U POCCUIICKON Hay4IHOI
ucTOpuvecKkoi mKonbsl. OfMH nepevyeHp ero MpodeccuoHaIbHBIX MHTEPECOB
BIIEYAT/ISIET: OT MCTOYHMKOBeNEHNUsT U apxeorpaduu 1o ucropuorpadum u
UCTOPUY TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX YUPEXIEHNIT; OT AUITIOMATUKI O MCTOPUIECKON
nemorpadun u reorpadun. Cepreit MuxaitjloBu4 — MeJUEBKCT, €r0 M3bICKA-
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HIISI TIOCBSALIEHBI CPeJHEBEKOBOI Pyci, KOTOpyIo OH yccenyeT, obpaiasch
K MICTOPUYECKOMY KOHTEKCTY eBpOIIelIcKMX cTpaH CpeJHeBEKOBbs — paHHETO
Hosoro Bpemenn. B cBsi3u ¢ aTmm Benmuky 3acnyru Kamranosa B 0671acTit KoM-
HapaTUBHON MeIVMEBUCTUKI. 3aCTy>KeHHBIM IIPY3HAHNMEM MUPOBOTO CTOPU-
YeCKOT0 cOO0IIecTBa MONb3YITCsA TPyAbl KamTaHoBa-AMIIOMaTHCTa, aBTOPa
OPUTMHA/IbHON METOAVIKY AMIUIOMATHYeCKOTO aHa/lIN3a CPeJHEBEKOBBbIX akK-
ToB. B mpodeccuonanproit gesrensHoctr Cepres MuxaiiioBuda yoUBUTEIb-
HBIM 00pa30M COYETAIOTCS TEOPETHUK Y IPAKTHUK; UCCIER0BATEND (heofaTbHOro
3eMJIeBTIafieH I, UMMYHIUTETOB, GMHAHCOBOII ITIOJIMTUKY CPeIHEBEKOBOIT Pycn
¥ CO3faTe/Ib COOCTBEHHOIT KOHILenny (eofanbHOl COOCTBEHHOCT; YIEHbII,
IpeIOKMBIINIT P51, HOBBIX METORMUK B obmacty maneorpaduu, puiurpaHo-
BeJleHIs1, KOMVIKOIOTMY U OCTPOYMHBIIT HaO/MIofaTe/IbHbli1 ucTopuorpad.

Yyennk A. A. 3umuna u C. O. llIlmuara, C. M. KamrtTaHOB SIB/IsIeTCSA OHUM
U3 HEMHOTVIX HOCUTeIe}l BBICOKOJI aKaJeMI4ecKoll TPajuliyl PyCCKOil I'yMa-
HUTAPUCTUKI, BOCXOJAIIE K JOPEBOMTIOLVIOHHOM 3110Xe. JTa YHNUKAIbHAS 1,
K COXKaJIEHUIO, YXOZIAIAs Cpefia SBCTBEHHO IIPOCTYIIAeT Yepes3 KU3Hb Y TBOP-
YeCTBO IVIABHOTO Ie€POsi CTATbH.

Kniouesrpie cmosa: C. M. KamrtanoB, koMnapaTuBHas MelMeBUCTHUKA,
ucropuorpads, UICTOYHUKOBEeHNe, AUIIOMATHKA, UCTOPU (eofanusMa.

Finances of Medieval Russia

In his 1955 “Essays on the History of the USSR’, S. M. Kashtanov wrote
chapters about Financial Russia in the 16™ century [Kamranos, 1955a;
Kamrranos, 19556]. He returned to this topic at various stages of his work.
In 1961, he published an article on the financial policy of the Russian state
in immunity charters in the first third of the 16" century [Kaurrauos,
1961], and later published a study on financial troubles involving Ivan the
Terrible’s policy in relation to principalities (1968). The article continues
research on the authenticity of narrative charters, which he researched first
in his doctoral thesis and subsequently completed in “Essays on Russian
Diplomatics” [Kamranos, 19686]. In 1970 Kashtanov studied the state
of taxation in Russia in the second half of the 16th century. He was able
to obtain new data on the existence of various natural duties at the time:
construction, city, prison duties [Kamranos, 1975].

In 1977, S. M. Kashtanov published an article on the participation of the
major monasteries in the internal trade of Russia in the 14™-15" centuries
[Kamrranos, 1977a]. Referring to the source material, the researcher traced
the range of goods offered for sale, as well as the dynamics of trade routes,
which were used by monasteries during the 14"-15" centuries. For the first
time in national historiography the researcher conducted a systematic analysis
of immunity letters as a source on the history of Russian medieval trade.

In 1982, Kashtanov published articles about the finances of the Moscow
principality in the mid-14" century [Kawranos, 1982x] (referring to
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testaments of great and crown princes), and financial policy during the
Oprichnina period. He showed that between 1565 and 1572 relatively large,
permanent awards coexisted with temporary benefits, such as Tarkhan-pay
privileges, which exempted only small duties (often in order to facilitate
the procedure of tax payment), and they often coexisted with a complete
lack of privileges. The historian found that, compared with the policy of
the Izbrannaya Rada, Oprichnina was the period of expansion of financial
immunity. In this case, full immunity at the time was almost never granted.
In the first years after Oprichnina (1572-1573), financial immunity of
major spiritual lords was in a state of crisis. However, already by 1575 there
was a sharp increase in the number of letters exempting monasteries from
taxes and certain obligations. Significant tax exemptions were provided
to great monasteries in Central Russia during the Grand rule of Simeon
Bekbulatovich and during Ivan the Terrible’s time on a country estate
[Kamranos, 1982r].

In 1985 Kashtanov published an article on the financial policy of Russia
in the mid-16™ century. In this study he provided a fuller picture of the
financial conditions of immunity up to 1551, when the Tarkhans were
audited [Kamranos, 1985]. The researcher analyzed the state of actual
privileges for monasteries and counties [Kashtanov, 1986a], privileges that
were significantly reduced by the mid-16" century. Studying measures to
limit judicial and financial privileges of feudal entities that had immunity
(mainly monasteries) in Russia in the mid-16™ century, he again turned to
the study of the financial policy of the Izbrannaya Rada. At the same time
(1986) he summarized the study of the internal policy of Russia in the mid-
16th century, particularly policy that related to the elimination of Tarkhans
[Kamranos, 1986].

In 1988 Kashtanov published a fundamental monograph dedicated
to the finances of medieval Russia. He examined the history of feudal
finance in connection with the study of the origin and modification of
feudal obligations, duties and taxes, as well as with the study of tax policy
in various principalities of Rus in the 14"-16™ centuries. Before this
monograph, the financial situation of medieval Russia had never been
researched extensively in Russian historiography. Kashtanov identified
the main trends of centralization and decentralization of funds in politics
of the great feudal princes at the beginning of the 16" century, and he
analyzed the specifics of fiscal policy at the beginning of the Izbrannaya
Rada and finally turned to the problem of canceling tarkhans in the mid-
16" century within the financial policy of Russia between 1551-1564.
A special place in the monograph is given to the study of fiscal policy in the
period of Oprichnina and the state taxation in 1572-1575. Again (after his
research in the 1950s-1960s) he turned to the study of the financial aspects
of domestic policy during the reign of Simeon Bekbulatovich and Ivan the
Terrible’s time on a country estate [Kamrranos, 1988]. In 1993 he published
a comprehensive study on the socio-economic history of Russia in the late
15" and the first half of the 17" centuries [Kamrarnos, 19936].
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History of Public Institutions of Medieval Russia

At different stages of his work Kashtanov turned to the history of public
administration in medieval Russia. In 1968, he drew attention to the
Zasechny Order of 1577, which was previously unknown in sources from
the 16th century [Kamranos, 1968a]. In his article in 1989 the researcher
began to study the system oflocal governance. He found that in Northeastern
Russia principalities formed by the 14" century, which were represented by
governors, volostels, administrators of princely property and their agents,
or “nobles” Being quite effective in relation to the parish people, who
were independent of the monasteries and the private feudal system, this
local judicial administration scarcely acted against large landowners and
especially did not act against monasteries. Large landowners enjoyed broad
legal immunity, reducing the impact of the prince’s administration and
diminishing protection of the rule of law. The latter, as shown by Kashtanov,
was realized in the 14" century mainly through mixed courts [Kachtanov,
1989; see also: Kamrranos, 20006].

In 2001 Kashtanov studied government institutions of Novgorod and
Pskov during their period of independence (based on 25 German regulations
from 1269-1466 and Pskov’s agreement with the Livonian Order in 1417
and 1503) [Kamrranos, 2001a]. Exploring diplomatic features of the above
mentioned documents, he prepared the texts and raised the issue of allowing
two contracted parties to receive two copies of the original text: both in Russian
and in German (allowing for the existence of 4 copies of the agreement).
Particular attention was paid to the correspondence between Russian and
German terminology, demonstrating its evolution in the documents of
different periods. He was able to demonstrate that the governors, during
the period of Novgorod independence in the German texts, appear not so
much as administrators, but more as individuals representing the interests
of the prince of Novgorod. Kashtanov noted that up to the 1420s, “posadnik”
was defined by the term, “borchgreve” (burgrave), and later on (as of 1436)
replaced by the term, “borgermester” (Mayor). According to him, it may
indicate that the posadnik gradually became equal in rank to the city mayor.
Since “burgrave” was a greater person than the mayor, changes in titles of the
mayor could indicate a decrease in the authority of the posadnik in the eyes of
German counterparts. Kashtanov connected the cause of this phenomenon
with the increasing dependence of Novgorod on Moscow during the reigns
of Vasily I, Vasily II, and Ivan III.

Problems in the history of law are reflected in the study of the
particularities of ecclesiastical jurisdiction in Russia in the late 14% -
early 16™ centuries. S. M. Kashtanov studied the issue of the division of
jurisdiction as related to monastery superiors between the government
and the church hierarchy (1990). He found that in most cases in the late
14" — early 16" centuries princely jurisdiction prevailed. The great feudal
lords often interfered with the privileges in the jurisdiction of bishops over
abbots and took them under their own jurisdiction [Kamranos, 1990r].
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In 2014, his new monograph appeared, in which he sought to analyze the
originals and copies of acts from the 10"-16™ centuries in order to establish
their origin [Kamranos, 2014]. For the first time in Russian historiography
Kashtanov identified the characteristic features of the activity of proto-
chancelleries (14™-15" centuries) and chancelleries (16™ century), the
highest secular authority in medieval Russia. With this extensive theme,
the researcher used the essay format allowing him to revise ideas that he
expressed previously and to make additions to them. The book of office
practice in medieval Russia will influence the development of studies of
diplomacy in this country for many years to come. Any additional research
into proto-chancellery activities and its different manifestations as well as
the history of the formation of chancelleries will follow Kashtanov’s model.

Comparative Studies

Comparative studies took a new direction in the works of
S. M. Kashtanov. He first mentioned the similarity between social and
political institutions in Russia during the 14™-16" centuries with similar
structures in the era of “High Middle Ages” (7"-9" centuries) in the West
in a report during the first readings in memory of L. V. Cherepnin in 1980,
which was dedicated to the formation of the centralized Russian state
[MICCCP]. At that time, the work was not published. Kashtanov gave a
detailed account of relations between Russia during the 14"-16" centuries
and the Frankish state of the era of the Merovingians and the Carolingians
(1992) [Kamranos, 19926]. He came to a paradoxical conclusion that by
the end of the 15"-16" centuries the Russian government had generally
the same social basis as the empire of Charles the Great. The historian
tried to demonstrate that both in socio-economic and political terms the
Old Russian state “does not correspond to the Carolingian monarchy’,
and the Russian State of the 15"-16™ centuries, even though close in its
type of social relations to the Carolingian Empire, “had a very different
historical perspective: not that of decay, but of strengthening, of transition
to absolutism” He has shown that the roots of terror of Ivan the Terribles
Oprichnina lie in the aim of Ivan IV to prevent the breakdown of the state,
to seal with blood and executions the territory which was almost ready
to fall apart: “Ivan saw betrayal everywhere not because it was really
there, but because the development of feudal tenure and serfdom turned
representatives of the ruling class into ‘seniors’ in a way - a tendency of
feudal fragmentation of a new type, which had never before existed in
Russia and which we know well from the history of Western countries in
the 10™"-13™ centuries” [Ibid, c. 91-92].

In 1995 Kashtanov was asked to compare the historical role of Charles
Martel and Ivan III in the formation of centralized states from their feudal
basis. In both cases, the state was created with the support of the vassals-
beneficiaries and large monasteries and was by nature a multinational state.
The historian noted that “the essential similarity and common trends in the
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development of the Frankish state in the 7"-8" centuries and of Russia in
the 14"-15% centuries could be observed in the first region until about the
mid-9" century, and in the second, until the end of the 16" century” [Kawu-
TaHOB, 1995a]. Some time later (1996) he articulated his ideas about the
methodology for doing comparative-historical research [Kamranos, 1996a].

Observations of Kashtanov on different political institutions and socio-
economic relations in medieval Russia prompted him to reflect on the features
of feudalism in Russia. The historian devoted a number of lectures, meant for
the students of the Graduate School of Practical Research at the University
of Paris, to this issue and delivered them from 1994-1995, along with the
lecture courses on the notes of the Russian foreign policy in the 16" century.!

In 1999 hepublished anarticle devoted to the study of privateactsin Russia
between the 12"-14" centuries, which was also a report for a conference on
monasteries, organized by Prof. Jean-L. Lemetre in September 1995 in Paris.
Because of his development of a comparative methodology for studying
Russian medieval charters and acts of the Frankish state, Kashtanov notes
some similarities and differences between Merovingian deeds and early
immunity letters issued to Russian monasteries. The researcher showed
that both of them were issued on behalf of the ruler (king of the Frankish
state, the grand duke in Russia). Giving monasteries immunity privileges
was an exclusive prerogative of supreme power. However, extant sources
allowed him to argue that in Russia immunity policy first appeared in the
12 century, while in the Frankish state, it appeared five centuries earlier
in the 7" century. The earliest tax immunity had to do with monastic land
tenure. Customs privileges were given much later (in Russia only in the 14"
century). And Western deeds, as well as some princely acts contain articles
on the protection of superiors and monasteries. However, as Kashtanov
demonstrated, Russian diplomas, unlike Western acts, did not provide
monastic brotherhoods with the right of selection of the prior. Princes tried
to usurp the role of the warden of spiritual corporations, “thus creating
conditions enabling them to intervene in the appointment of a new rector
in the future” [Kamranos, 19996].

The study of medieval clerical practices in Europe played an important role
in Kashtanov’s works at the end of the 1990s. Turning to the characteristics
of the main trends in the office’s documentation processes in the 14"-16%
centuries (1999), he came to the conclusion that until the mid-15" century
in Russia, immunities on land and princely testaments and contract
deeds prevailed. From the mid-15" century, the content of deeds changed
significantly. At the time acts on slaves, records (?) of boyars, marriage
contracts and others became more common. In the 16" century there
appeared new kinds of private acts and new types of registration and records.

Kashtanov demonstrated that land immunity deeds, which-prevailed
among the Russian princes’ acts, can be compared (by their diplomatic

' The annual course of lectures on Russian history delivered by S. M. Kashtanov as di-
recteur détudes associé (Ecole Pratique des Hautes Etudes, [V¢ section) at the invitation of a
prominent French specialist in Russian philology professor V. A. Vodov.
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features and quantitative indicators) with the Merovingian precepts.
He compares judicial acts that appeared in Northeastern Russia in the
mid-15" century with Merovingian charters. According to him, princely
spiritual deeds basically have no analogs among the Merovingian acts, but
“in essence, it was a form of contract (with the heirs) and the law (on the
management of common in the documentary practices of the Merovingian
state and practically non-existent in Russian princely records until the mid-
15" century” [Kawranos, 19998].

Observations made in the article continue the theme of comparative
studies of sources initiated by the historian during the 1980s-1990s in
connection with the search for evidence of the typological proximity
of social relations between the Russian state of the 14"™-16" centuries
and the Frankish state of the 6"-9" centuries. Kashtanov convincingly
demonstrates that Russia came to the development of feudal institutions
(immunity, vassalage, prekary, benefices, etc.) 500 years later, after their
evolution had ceased in Europe. While Russian feudal relations took shape
at the end of the Middle Ages and the beginning of the Modern Period,
in Western Europe, bourgeois relations had already begun to form. The
latter could not but affect the nature of documentation in the European and
Russian offices of the 14"-16™ centuries.

In studying the text of Sudebnik of 1497 (2000), he compares this
manuscript of Russian law with Serbian and Polish-Lithuanian legal
documents, as well as with legislative sources of the Western Middle Ages.
Exploring their inner form and content, the researcher concluded that the
Russian Law Books of 1497, 1550, 1589 were common law of the epoch,
when a centralized state emerged, but the udel system was still preserved.
Under these conditions, according to Kashtanov, supreme power was
perceived as an accessory of the “family”, when the sons and brothers of the
sovereign enjoyed “his share of sovereignty”. He showed that in the Council
Code of 1649, “we can already see an entirely different type of monarchy”
[Kamrranos, 2000r].

At the same time he published an article dedicated to the punishment
of forgers in the Middle Ages and the Early Modern Period. The study
examines documents from Roman, Byzantine, and Visigothic law and
considers the legal documents of the Two Sicilies, France, England, and
Germany in the 12"-13" centuries, containing articles on the punishment
of forgers. Particular attention is given to the fight of the papal curia against
forgers in the 12"-14" centuries. Kashtanov showed connections with
the development of forgers™ activity; indeed, forgery was spreading there
only at the end of the 14" century. He finds parallels between the forms of
punishment of forgers in Russia at the end of the 15% century and in the
Visigothic Kingdom in the 7" century (flogging). The historian examined
the question of the origin of a forged document in Russia, where a forger
was called podpishhik. The first fight against podpishhiks was noted in the
Sudebnik of 1550, when forgery was characterized as an “evil deed”. The
researcher drew attention to the impact of the legal regulations of the



232 Heritage Nomina et scholae

Lithuanian Statute of 1529, which stipulated the death penalty for forgery,
to the Sudebnik of 1550, which included the same sort of punishment.
A change in the implementation of this punishment was observed in the
Sudebnik of Tsar Fyodor Ioannovich of 1589, demonstrating the turn from
the death penalty to flogging. Kashtanov showed that the articles of the
Council Code of 1649 on forgery are comparable with articles of Lithuanian
statutes. However, unlike in Lithuanian legislation, in Russia punishment
was imposed only for forgery of sovereign credentials (falsification
of private acts was not prosecuted by law) [Kamranos, 20008].

In 2001 the researcher returned to the problems of the theory and
methodology of comparative studies of source documents. Along with
defining the general principles of comparative analysis, he turned to
quantitative comparisons of Russian princely deeds with the Merovingian
and Carolingian precepts, which equally contained land and immunity
awards. For the first time in national historiography he made an attempt to
determine the annual rate of issuance of Russian acts, starting with the first
quarter of the 15" century (during the reign of Vasily the Blind), till the
end of the 16th century (until the end of the reign of Ivan the Terrible). The
calculation was based on immunity charters only. Kashtanov showed that
land immunity acts - issued by the end of the reign of Vasily I, according
to their quantitative indicators — are comparable to the Merovingian
diplomas. The total number of immunity letters issued during the 160
years since the beginning of the reign of Vasily II and until the end of
the reign of Ivan IV is comparable to the acts of the Carolingian era. The
historian showed that the frequency of the issuance of deeds under Vasily II
(7.3) and Ivan III (9.3) was lower than under Charles the Bald (13.5), but
Vasily IIT even exceeded the specified rate (14.3). The average frequency of
the issuance of deeds under Ivan IV (25.2) exceeds the norm of the Capets
under Louis VI (16.5) and Louis VII (18.5). Along with this, Kashtanov
noted a steady increase in the annual rate of issuance of immunity deeds
in Russia [Kamrranos, 20018].

Problems of Historiography

Another area of Kashtanov’s research is historiographical studies. In the
second half of the 1950s at the initiative of A. A. Zimin, he worked on the
study of the history of sources and ancillary historical disciplines which
determined the main directions in the development of paleography, diplo-
matics, genealogy, historical chronology and source studies in Russia in the
mid-19" century - early 20" centuries (up to 1917). This research demand-
ed that the historian study and understand extensive literature, develop his
taste for historiography and push the horizons of his academic interests.
Considerably abridged, historiographical articles of Kashtanov (except for
his work on genealogy in Russia) were published in “Essays on the History
of Historical Science” (1960, 1963) [Ouepku, 1960; Ouepku, 1963].
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He paid special attention to the study of the historiography of serfdom in
Russia (1965, 1969, 1973) [Kawranos, 1965a; Kamranos, 19736; Kamranos,
1969], as well as the history of Russian historical thought. The researcher
wrote detailed comments on the 25", 26" and 29™ volumes of the “His-
tory of..” by S. M. Solovyev (1965, 1966) [Kamranos, 19656; KamraHos,
19666]. He wrote reviews of French historiography of Russian feudalism
(1966) [Kamranos, 1966a], of contemporary Soviet literature and of the his-
tory of Russia until the 19 century (1967) [Kamranos, Knokmas]. In 1976,
Kashtanov turned to the study of the evolution of ideas about feudal immu-
nity in Russia in the historiography before the Revolution and in the early
Soviet historiography of the 1920s [Kamrranos, 1976]. In 1982, he produced
an overview of the most recent European works on diplomatics in connec-
tion with the definition of directions in the development of diplomatics and
especially in connection with the development of the theory and practice of
publishing documents of medieval Europe [Kamuranos, 19826].

S. M. Kashtanov’s historiographical research continued in his essay
about the works of S. V. Bakhrushin, in honor of his 100™ birthday anniver-
sary (1982). For the first time the stages of Bakhrushin’s work were system-
atically examined, including the main directions of his work, his prominent
role in the study of the socio-economic history of European Russia and
Siberia, the history of the cities and urban uprisings in the 17" century, the
history of trade for the peasantry and merchants and the history of trade in
the 17"-18™ centuries [Kamrranos, 19828].

During 1974 and 1975 Kashtanov worked together with L. A. Kotel-
nikova; they wrote reviews of the 6™ “week” of the International Institute of
Economic History in Prato [Kamranos, Kotenpuukosa, 1974; KamraHos,
Korenbuukosa, 1975a; Kamranos, KorenpunkoBa, 19756]% initiating a
systematic exposition that chronicled academic events abroad. In collabo-
ration with N. A. Gorskaya, A. A. Svanidze and Yu. M. Yurginis, he pub-
lished a review of lectures given during the 13% Prato “week” (1982, 1985)
[Topckas, Kamranos, Canupge, HOprunnc, 1982; Topckas, KamraHos,
Caannpge, IOprunnc, 1985].

In 1986, Munich hosted the International Congress, entitled, “The fal-
sifications in the Middle Ages”, which was organized by the Monumenta
Germaniae Historica. A detailed review of the presentations, made at the
Congress, included the key theoretical paper read by the Italian historian
and writer, U. Eco. Kashtanov prepared a series of articles about the typol-
ogy of fraud in the Middle Ages. His historiographical review turned into
an interesting study in which the discussion with the medievalist studying
medieval forgeries was accompanied by his own original observations and
conclusions based on the analysis of Russian and European acts [KaiuraHos,
1989a; Kamranos, 19908; Kamranos, 1992a; Kamranos, 1994r].

He wrote an obituary for L. V. Cherepnin (1978) [Kamranos, 1978r;
Kacshtanov, Vodoff] and wrote the first essays about A. A. Zimin, which

2 Report of Kashtanov by 6™ “week” in Prato was dedicated to monastic trade: [Kacshta-
nov]. Russian text was published in 1977: [Kamranos, 1977a].
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were written shortly after his death (1980) [Kaurranos, 1980a; KamraHos,
19806]. Recognition of the role of Zimin in national and world historiog-
raphy of Russian medieval times occupied a central place in Kashtanov’s
work in the second half of the 1990s [Kamranos, 1999a, c. 7-10; Kamranos,
YepHobaes]. At the time, he published several articles about Zimin, the
most important of which is preceded by a complete bibliography of his
works, compiled by V. I. Gulchinsky [Kamrranos, 2000a]. After a systematic
study of the scholarly heritage of Zimin, who was very close to him in the
subject of their research, Kashtanov reconsidered the main issues of history
and source studies in medieval Russia, which were of interest both to his
predecessors and himself.

Theoretical Source Studies in the Scientific Activity
of Sergey Kashtanov

In the early 1960s, Kashtanov became fascinated by the theory of source
studies. In 1962, in collaboration with A. A. Kurnosov he wrote an article
containing a description of a number of theoretical problems: the question
of determining the origin and type in identifying historical sources and the
principles of their classification according to their classes, types, etc. This
article caused a heated debate, in which L. V. Cherepnin, A. A. Novoselsky,
E. A. Lutsky, et al participated [Kamranos, KypHocos].

In a study published in 1965, and written in collaboration with
A. L. Litvin, the historian continues to reflect on the key issues of source
studies, in particular, on the definition of the concepts of “authenticity”
and “credibility”. He comes to the conclusion that the term, “authenticity”,
should be understood as “the real origin of the source from that author...
who is designated (or implied)” in the text. Kashtanov defines “credibility”
as “the need for a sufficient degree of correspondence between the
phenomenon and its description”. Assuming that this correspondence is
never absolute, he justifies the need for the introduction of the concept
of “confidence” (as opposed to the definitions of “complete authenticity”
or “gross inaccuracy of the source”) and talks about the gradations of
“power” [Kamranos, /luteuHu]. Later (1991) Kashtanov introduces the
concept of “diplomatic authenticity” and “legal authenticity”, the notion
of an “authentic” (i. e. genuine) copy [Kamranos, 19906]. He justifies
the distinction between “clerical forgery”, “suspicious (questionable)
act’, “imaginary act”, “pseudo-original”, “pseudo-copy” and others. The
researcher linked the problem of authenticity and credibility to the
question of the existence of private acts in Russia in the 12" - early 13™
centuries and turned to the study of the testament of Anthony, the Roman.
According to the author, the acts associated with the name of Anthony
were made in the 16™ century but originate from some lost authentic
documents of the second half of the 14™ — early 15™ centuries: “this deed of
conveyance and last will of Anthony can hardly date back to the 12 century.
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But at the same time it is difficult to assume that in the 16" century
they were made without the use of documents of the late 14" -
early 15" centuries, which may not even be from Anthony’s monastery.
Most likely, we are dealing here with a ‘pseudo-copy’ or ‘copies’ of a
‘pseudo-original” [Kamranos, 19916].

Another direction of source studies by Kashtanov is associated with the
study of the concepts of “peasants” and “orphans” and the characteristics
of their existence in ancient sources. He showed (1986) that the term
“peasants” in the social sense did not appear in the acts until the end of
the 14™ century. Since the end of the 14" century, and especially in the
15" century, this term began to be used systematically in the charters to
denote the agricultural population of Russia. The researcher found that
for the first time it occurs in the charter deed of Metropolitan Cyprian of
Varevokonstantinovsky Monastery in 1391 [Kashtanov, 1986b].

Codicology, Palaeography and Filigree Studies

At different stages of his work, S. M. Kashtanov addressed issues of
codicology, palaeography and filigree studies. Back in the mid-1950s in
the Collection of Manuscripts of Lenin State Library he found fragments
of a number of Troitsk registers, some of which were withdrawn at the
beginning of the 19" century by P. M. Stroev and were stored as part of
the Pogodinskaya collection of the State Public Library (now State Russian
Library). In 1956 the first edition of Kashtanov’s work, dedicated to source
studies of a number of registers of the Trinity Lavra of St. Sergius in the
16™ century [Kamraunos, 1956], was published. In the “Essays of Russian
Diplomatics” (1970) the researcher attempted to reconstruct the original
composition of these books based on a rigorous evaluation of their external
and internal forms, as well as on the content. As a result, for the first time
in national historiography, he developed the principles of diplomatic
codicology (studying acts as a part of the collections of copies) [KamraHos,
1970] while using the material from Trinity Lavra.

Still focusing on the content of acts (which remained a traditional
approach in Russian pre-revolutionary and Soviet diplomatic
historiography), starting with the early 1970s, Kashtanov continues to
deepen the study of their external form. In 1974 he wrote an essay about
E Gasparri’s book, which was published a year before in Geneva and Paris
and is devoted to the palaeography and diplomatics of the French royal
acts. The analysis of the external features of royal acts from the 12 to the
first quarter of the 13™ centuries, conducted by Gasparri, according to
Kashtanov, convincingly demonstrate the impossibility of isolating proper
diplomatic studies from the problems of paleography, especially when
it comes to studying the history of medieval offices. The historian noted
that in the new stage of development of historical research, methods in
diplomatics and paleography contribute not only to the study of office
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practices of the Middle Ages, but also to the creation of new perspectives in
the study of social and political relations and culture [Kamrranos, 19746].

Gradually after studying the origin of ancient clerical acts, Kashtanov
became aware of the need for careful paleographic study of original,
surviving documents. For the first time in national historiography he raises
questions about the study and classification of handwritten charters from
the 16" century. Studying the outward signs of the original judgment memo
list from June 7, 1536, issued by the Trinity Lavra of St. Sergius on the
ownership of Bezhetsky Verkh, with a copy of the same document as part
of the Trinity Lavra register, book 518, Kashtanov found that the original
document was made by the Trinity Lavra scribes. He came to the conclusion
that only the signatures of officials are traces of the writing practice of the
mandated office. Thus the researcher was able to demonstrate the non-office
origin of the judgment list and to consider it a product of the scriptorium of
Trinity-Sergius Monastery [Kamranos, 19776].

In the late 1970s - early 1980s Kashtanov writes a fundamental
monographic series, “On the Trail of the Trinity Lavra Register Books”
Studying the filigree of “The Hand with a Rosette’, et al. in the Trinity Lavra
register books of the 16" century, as well as the Pogodinskaya collection,
numbers 1846 and 1905, he sought to establish the place and origin of the
sheets from these books in the register books, which were determined from
the analysis of the placement of the same filigree at a certain interval between
laid lines. The analysis is based on a thorough study of options and sub-options
of the filigree, “The Hand with a Rosette”, and on rigorous measurements
of the distances of different parts of the filigree from the next laid line. The
principles of filigree research were combined with fundamental paleographic
and codicological research on the Trinity Lavra register books and the
Pogodinskaya collections. The implementation of this technique allowed the
historian to conclusively demonstrate that the pages of the Pogodinskaya
collection, withdrawn by P. M. Stroyev, were originally found in the Trinity
Lavra register books [Kamrranos, 19778; Kaurranos, 1979; Kamranos, 1981;
Kamrranos, 1982a; see also: XKykosckas, especially c. 65, 71, 76].

In the 1990s, Kashtanov carried out research on paper watermarks in
connection with the study of the history of spreading of paper in Russia
in the 14"-16" centuries [Kachtanov, 1992]. By using material acts
he determined the types of imported paper and traced the path of its
introduction in Russia. Along with this, he turned to the question of the
origin of the term, “Alexandrian paper”. Kashtanov refuted the hypothesis
of the so-called “Eastern” paper, demonstrating that all paper at the time
came from the West. He concluded that there was an erroneous assumption
by O. A. Knyazevskaya and L. V. Moshkova that in Russia paper was used
for writing manuscripts in the gasket v prokladku (i. e., when the same code
was written partly on vellum, partly on paper) [Kusasesckas, Moukosa;
Kachtanov, 1992] as early as the 13" century.

In 1995, S. M. Kashtanov together with L. V. Stolyarova published an
article on codicology of the Siya Gospel and established the circumstances
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of the emergence of this oldest parchment of Moscow. The authors showed
that the heretofore accreditation of the person who ordered this gospel,
monk Ananias, with the Moscow Great Prince, Ivan Kalita, had no basis
in documentation. They argued that the gospel first appeared in 1339 and
indicated that the existing record for the Siya Gospel joined the other two,
which included Praise of Kalita and some initial record, which appeared
before the Praise [Kamranos, Cronsposa, 1995].

Inthemid-1980s,and especiallyin the 1990s, Kashtanovworked intensively
on studying the composition and features of the Russian diplomatic grand
and royal charters from the Athos Monasteries in the 16 century, especially
in preparation for the publication of “Greek” ambassadorial books, numbers
1 and 2. They offered a detailed study of the codicology and filigree of book,
number 1, “Greek Affairs”, in which copies of letters to the Athos Monastery
date back to the more or less the same time as the originals. Around the same
time, he began exploring the codicological structure and features of the paper
of the register book of St. Paul Obnorsk Monastery [Kaurranos, 19978; Kam-
taHoB, Croysiposa, 2002].

Historical Geography and Demography Works

Over the years Kashtanov productively deals with problems of historical
geography. In 1963 he published a study on the earliest known Russian map
of a piece of land (16™ century) [Kawmranos, 1963], which he discovered in
the Collection of Manuscripts of Lenin State Library. In 1973, he completed
a study of the origin of Russian land ownership in the Kazan region [Kamra-
HOB, 1973a]. Later the historian published a series of articles on the history
of land tenure in Uglich and Sviyazhsky counties (1978). Studying fragments
of the Trinity register books in the Pogodinskaya collection, number 1846,
Kashtanov discovered a previously unknown excerpt, preserved by an
ancient scribe’s description of Uglich County, namely of estates of the Trinity
Lavra of St Sergius and St Nicholas Uleyminsky monasteries. The researcher
determined that this excerpt was part of the books of Semyon Nikitich
Buturlin, dating back presumably before June 1537, and he also determined
the location of the places mentioned in the source [Kamrranos, 19786].
Kashtanov connected the emergence of scribal descriptions of Uglich County
with the government policy of Elena Glinskaya’s regency period that imposed
anti-feudal measures. Those could be caused by attempts to neutralize
possible claims of Andrei Staritsky to bequeath, through appanage, to his
brothers [Kamrranos, 1978a]. In the same year, he prepared the publication
of two charters, from 1572 and 1575, relating to Sviyazhsky district [Kamu-
TaHoB, 19788]. His interest in the historical and geographical studies of the
Kazan region developed in an article devoted to the localization of the islands
of Korovnich and Iryhov (2001) [Kamrranos, 20016].

In the 1990s, the researcher’s fascination with historical geography
resulted in a series of studies about the history of feudal tenure in Rostov



238 Heritage Nomina et scholae

and Rostov district formation [Kamrranos, Kupnuenko; Kamranos, 19946;
Kamrranos, 19958; Kamranos, 19966]. Along with the study of the history
of the Rostov land, Kashtanov turned to the historical geography of Murom
and Dmitrov districts [Kamranos, 1994s; Kamranos, 1994e].

In 1997 he published an article on the route of British travelers in
mid-16" century Russia from the place of their disembarkation from
ships to Moscow. Using sources of the 16"-18" centuries, historical and
geographical descriptions, the historian sets the distance between the
points of spans and identifies place names, mentioned by the British. He
managed to systematize information not only about the length of the spans
on the way from Vologda to Moscow, according to Jenkinson, but also on
geographical maps, by specifying the minimum and maximum difference
between them. The researcher determined the speed at which Jenkinson
moved during his 6-day journey from Vologda to Moscow and showed that
the rate of Russian Yamskaya horse chase on a sled (75.6 km) is significantly
inferior to the maximum speed in England (112.65 km) and in France
(86.9-90.12 km per day) in the 16" century [Kawranos, 19976].

In the late 1990s, Kashtanov continued his study of the history of
monastic land tenure in Dmitrov district in the 15"-16" centuries. He
studied the historical and geographical characteristics of the Trinity estates,
as well as the possession of the Boris and Gleb Monastery (1997). He was
able to specify the time of inclusion of some territories of Dmitrov into
estates of both the Trinity Monastery and the Boris and Gleb Monastery
and to identify the location of names appearing in the land acts and
descriptions in the 15"-18" centuries [Kamrranos, 1997a].

The technique of historical and geographical research S. M. Kashtanov
developed provides a thorough study of the sources of different types and
varieties: the acts, chronicles, materials of geographical descriptions in the
second half of the 19" century (including the List of localities), geographical
drawings, maps and atlases (from ordnance survey maps to modern ones).
Meticulous measurements of the distances between the known geographic
objects and items in need of scholarly localization collated from different
sources, allow us to demonstrate the accuracy of their original position.

In the 1990s, Kashtanov turned to the study of historical demography. He
became interested in the problem of population size and Russian troops in
the 16™ century and spoke against the tendency, existing in historiography,
towards exaggeration. Based on the material of lists of noble families,
cadastres and military registers, the researcher found that the population
size in Russia at the beginning of the 16™ century did not exceed 4.5 million.
This conclusion was close to the observations made earlier by P. P. Smirnov,
who wrote that b Russia’s population was 3 million, and by the beginning
of the Time of Troubles, 4.5 million. Also the number of Russian troops,
according to him, did not exceed 20 to 30 thousand in the 16" century (let
us recall that, according to S. M. Seredonin, it was 75 thousand at the time,
and according to estimates of R. G. Skrynnikov, 60-80 thousand) [Karmra-
HOB, 1991a; Kamranos, 1993a; Kachtanov, 1995].
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Problems of Other Ancillary Historical Disciplines:
Genealogical, Sigillographic and Numismatic Research

A significant place in Kashtanov’s work is devoted to the problems of
ancillary historical disciplines. In connection with the investigation of the
identification of signs of ancient letters, the most important of which are
seals, and in response to the two-volume study of Russian documentary
seals by V. L. Yanin, he published his thoughts about old sigillographic ma-
terial (1974). Unlike Yanin, who maintained that the remaining without-
bulla acts from the 11*-12" centuries “for the most part are the remains of
numerous private acts” [SIuun], Kashtanov supposed that the ancient seals
were not always meant for acts. They could be used not only in documents,
and, as, for example, in Hungary or the Czech Republic, were used to sub-
poena people [Kamranos, 1974a]. Later (1998) the researcher turned to the
study of seals on the acts in the 16™ century. For the first time in historiog-
raphy, he gave a detailed description of the methods of attaching hanging
seals with a cord to a document [Kamranos, 1998a].

In 1989, Kashtanov turned to the genealogy of Charles Tocco, “ses-
trichich” (nephew) of Vasily III. In the “Greek” ambassadorial book, num-
ber 1, there is a letter from “a despot Artsky and Serpsky”, Charles, to Mos-
cow’s Great Prince Vasily I11, as a response to his last answer. He established
the existence of kinship between the despot of Arta, Charles Tocco, and
the Moscow grand house. He showed that the definition of “sestrichich”
(nephew), in Charles’s signature and address, was due to the fact that he
happened to be a grandnephew of Sophia Palaeologus and, accordingly, the
great-nephew (“sestrichich”) to her son Vasily III [Kamranos, 19896]. In
1994, the study of genealogical problems connected with the study of the
king’s commemoration book in the “Greek” ambassadorial book, number
1, was continued in an article about Oda of Stade in connection with her
marriage and progeny [Kamranos, 1994a]. In 1998, Kashtanov published
an article on the time and circumstances of birth of the sons of Vasily Yaro-
slavich, Prince of Serpukhov-Borovsk [Kamranos, 19986].

A year later, the specialist published an article on the classification of
special historical disciplines, in which he identified three types. The first
type was comprised of disciplines that have a certain homogeneous ob-
ject of study (numismatics, notaphily); the second included disciplines that
study a separate side of sources of different kinds and types (paleography,
emblem study); and the third group included disciplines that study sources
as such, and are based on a source, a range of issues, united by a single
subject (chronology, genealogy). Kashtanov noticed that some disciplines
fall, in fact, into some intermediate position. In particular, he showed how
controversial the place of diplomatics among other ancillary disciplines is.
Some researchers consider its objects of study to be “acts” or deeds, while
others, “documents”, yet still others, all the written sources. In this case, the
interpretation of the terms “act/deed” and “document” by different histori-
ans differ significantly [Kamranos, 1990a].
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In the early 1990s S. M. Kashtanov turns to the study of numismatics.
He is interested in the mysterious duty of sixty (shest'desyat), mentioned
in the charters of the Ryazan princes of the 14"-15%centuries and wittily
suggests that this duty is related to the transition of the 10-kun altyn into a
6-coins one (as a result of the influence of the Lithuanian bill on “kopas” -
60 being the basis of a counting system) [Kamranos, 1994x]. He also
writes about “gold money” (zoloty'e dengi) as a tax in the 16™ century
[Kamrranos, 19956].

Coda

Research activities of S. M. Kashtanov are extremely diverse. His works
contain many innovative ideas. Referring to the extensive analysis of deeds,
the historian researched the history of feudal land ownership, inheritance,
domestic trade and customs policy, as well as Russia’s financial system in
the 14"-16"™ centuries. S. M. Kashtanov was the first to identify the stages
in the development of feudal immunity and immunity policy in the 16"
century. He also showed how the struggle of the grand dukes (from 1547 on,
tsars) within the specific system influenced the decline in feudal immunity.
He demonstrated that the policy of Oprichnina was combined with the
extension of taxation and financial rights of monasteries and denial of the
interests of cities. The researcher believed that it significantly distinguished
it from government policy of the Izbrannaya Rada, when dwellers of the
“white” regions of Russia (belomescy') were equalized with trading quarters
(Posady’) in the tax and judicial relations and lost their rights to privileged
trade. Additionally, he saw the roots of Oprichnina terror in Ivan IV
Vasilyevich’s aim to prevent the collapse of the state.

Kashtanov gave fundamentally new definitions to the notions of
“property”, “ownership” and “use” (now accepted in historiography and
applied to the analysis of social relations in other countries and in other
historical periods). Doing research in the field of social terminology, he
traced the spread of the terms siroty’ and krest'yane and concluded that the
latter was not used socially until late 14"century.

The historian defined “authenticity” and “credibility” for historical
sources by introducing a clear distinction between them and the
understanding of the first as the real origin of the document from the
author, and of the second as the extent to which the facts stated in the
source are matched with objective reality. Kashtanov developed an original
classification scheme of historical sources according to their types and
varieties. He published papers on the history of falsification of different
types of sources in medieval Russia and in the West, on medieval methods
of combating fraud and punishing forgers.

The researcher first produced a textual study of forms of charters from
the 15"-16™ centuries. He highlighted the theoretical foundations of
diplomatics, the history of its origin in the West and its development in Russia.
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He developed an original method for the analysis of diplomatic acts, where the
origin of each act is regarded as a fact of the particular policy in a particular
region. S. M. Kashtanov first introduced the distinction of four basic types of
act forms (individual, group, abstract, conditional). The historian introduced
the concepts of the “inner form”, “external form”, “domestic content” and
“external content” of an act, which are widely used in modern historiography.
He developed a new methodology for analyzing watermarked paper, based
on measurements of distances of different parts of the filigree to the next
laid line - “Tracing Trinity register books of the 16" century (Pogodinsky
collection of 1846 and the archive of the Trinity-Sergius Monastery)” [ITepe-
4eHb akToB]. Matching schemes of agreements between Russian princes with
Byzantium in the 10™ century with the schemes of Byzantine-Italian acts in
the 10™-12" centuries, Kashtanov reconstructed the procedure to conclude
the former and demonstrated unarguably the influence of Byzantine office
work on Russian-Byzantine treaties of the 10" century. Simultaneously
with Ya. Malingudi, he concluded that the texts of the Russian-Byzantine
treaties, which were part of the Primary Chronicle, are a translation from
Byzantine register books of non-office origin. Researching and publishing
the letters sent in the 16" century to Mount Athos, to Sinai, to Serbia and to
Ecumenical Patriarchs, the historian studied the evolution of the structure
of the initial and final reports of these acts. He demonstrated that both the
title of a Russian tsar, and the final minutes of acts in the 16™ century reveal
that Moscow’s political role in international politics became more and more
evident and pronounced.

The scale S. M. Kashtanov’s research is amazing. It seems that what he
did and achieved in scholarship, including the diversity and complexity of
the issues, the chronological order and “territorial” scope of his work, his
deep and accurate conclusions, could only be matched by the work of a
whole research institute. Above all, what should be noted is his abundance
of new ideas, whose implementation could take the lifetime of not a single
human being but dozens of them. Incredibly hard work, passion for his
research, virtuosity and an enormous natural talent characterize Kashtanov
as a historian.

Cnucok nurepaTypbl

Topckaa H. A., Kawmanos C. M., Ceanuose A. A., IOpeunuc FO. M. XI1I uccnenosa-
TenbeKast «Henes» MexayHapoaHoro uaetutyta @panuecko Jarunu B [paro // Cpennue
Beka. Beim. 48. M., 1985. C 364-370.

Topckas H. A., Kawmanoe C. M., Ceanuosze A. A., IOpeunuc FO. M. X111 Henenst 3koHO-
muueckoit ucropuu B IIparo // Bonpocsr uctopun. 1982. Ne 10. C. 153-157.

JKykoeckas JI. I1. O 3Ha4e€HNHU UCCIIEAOBAHHS TIOHTIO30 H HEKOTOPBIE IPYTHE BOIIPOCHI
¢unurpanosenenus // Apxeorpaduueckuii exerognuk 3a 1981 roxg. M., 1982. C. 64-76.

HCCCP. 1981. Ne 6. C. 209.

Kawmanos C. M. AxtoBas apxeorpadus. M., 1998a. 318 c.

[Kawmanos C. M.] Anexcaunp Anexcanaposud 3umuH // Bonpocsr ucropun. 1980a.
Ne 4. C. 189.

Kawmanos C. M. Anexkcanap AjekcaHIpoBHY 3MMHUH — UCCIICOBATEIb U Teaaror //
HCCCP. 19806. Ne 6. C. 152—-157.



242 Heritage Nomina et scholae

Kawmanos C. M. Anexcannp Anexcannpouu 3umuH (1920-1980) // Anexcanap
Anekcannposud 3umuH: brnodubimnorpadudaeckuii ykazarens. M., 2000a. C. 7-53.

Kawmanos C. M. Anexcannp Anexcanaposud 3umuH. [l tpuxu k noprpery // Poccus
B IX—XX Bekax: [IpodieMsl ncTopuu, HCTOpUOTpapUX M HCTOYHUKOBeAEHHA. M., 1999a.

Kawmanos C. M. bopbba 3a Yrin4 v IpeBHEHIINE MUCIIOBIC OMUCAHUS YTIIUYCKOTO
yesna // Boctounas EBporia B IpeBHOCTH U cpeHeBeKoBbe. M., 1978a. C. 204-219.

Kawmanos C. M. beina nmu Ona llltagenckas »xenoit B. kH. CBsitocnaBa SApocnaBuua?
// Boctounas EBporia B IpeBHOCTH U cpeHeBeKoBbe. M., 1994a. C. 16-18.

Kawmanos C. M. BnusiHne KpecThsIHCKOW peOopMBbl HA pa3BUTHE UCTOUYHHKOBEIUE-
ckoit mpiciu B Poccun // Bompocs! ucropuorpaduu u ucrounukoenenus. Co. 4. Kazanp,
1969. C. 46-61.

Kawmanos C. M. BHyTpeHHSSI TOPTOBIIS U CIIPOC KPYITHBIX 3eMJICBIA IEIbIECB HA IIPE/-
metsl torpedienus B XIV-XV BB. // UCCCP. 1977a. Ne 1. C. 144-160.

KamranoB C. M. Bo3HukHOBeHHE pycckoro 3emieBnaneHus B Kazanckom kpae (mo-
kyMmeHThl) // U3 uctopun Tarapuu. Kaszans, 1973a. C. 3-35.

Kawmanos C. M. JlpeBHepycckue medaTH: Pa3MBIIIICHHS TO MOBOLY KHHUTHU
B. JI. Slauna // UICCCP. 1974a. Ne 3. C. 176-183.

Kawmanos C. M. Xanosannsie aktel Ha Pycn XII-XIV BB. // CpenneBexoBas Pych.
Beim. 2. M., 19996. C. 21-45.

Kawmanos C. M. VBan I'posnsrit u PoctoB // Uctopus u KynbTypa PocToBekoit 3emim.
1993. Pocros, 19946. C. 67-79.

Kawmanos C. M. N3Bectue o 3aceanom npukaze X VI B. // Borpocs! uctopuu. 1968a.
Ne7.C.204.

Kawmanos C. M. V3ydyenne connanbHOW W BHYTPUIONUTHYECKOW ncTopuu Poccnn
neprona peonannzma Bo O@pannun B 1960-1964 rr. // UCCCP. 1966a. Ne 3. C. 189-203.

Kawmanos C. M. HCTHTYTBI TOCYIapcTBEeHHOIT BiacTu Bemmkoro Hoeropona u [1cko-
Ba B CBETE HEMELKOH CPeIHEBEKOBOI TepMHUHOJIOIHH (TIpeiBapuTeNIbHbIE 3amMmeTkH) // McTo-
pux cpenu ucropukos. 2001a. C. 135-158.

Kawmanoe C. M. ViccnenoBaHus 10 HCTOPUH KHSDKECKUX KaHLEIAPUI CpeHEBEKOBOM
Pycu. M., 2014. 674 c.

Kawmanos C. M. Victopuko-reorpaduyeckiii KOMMEHTapHUil K BBIMUCH M3 THCI[OBBIX
KHUT Yrrdackoro yesna 1536—1537 rr. / Ucropuorpadust 1 HCTOYHUKOBEICHHE CEBEPHOTO
kpectbsiacTBa CCCP. Bomnoraa, 19786. C. 24-33.

Kawmanos C. M. Ucropmueckue nmapauienu: Msan 111 u Kapn Maprenn // Poccust B
X-XVIII Bekax: I[Ipobnemsl uctopun, ucropuorpaduu u uctouHnkoBeneHus. M., 1995a.
C. 180-181.

Kawmanog C. M. VICTOYHUKOBET4ECKUE OCHOBBI KOMITAPAaTUBHOTO METO/Ia B UCTOPHH //
HcTounnkoBeeHe W KOMITAPATHBHBIH METON B TyMaHHTapHOM 3HaHWHA. M., 1996a.
C.30-35.

Kawmanos C. M. 'torn $prHAHCOBOU MOIMUTHKH B PyccKoM rocymapcTse K cepeanHe
XVIB.//UCCCP. 1985. Ne 4. C. 118-136.

Kawmanos C. M. K Bompocy 0 «30J0TBIX JeHbIrax» kak Haiore B XVI B. // Poccus
B X—XVIII BB.: [Ipobnemsl uctopuu u ucrounukosenenus. 4. 1. M., 19956. C. 187-189.

Kawmanos C. M. K Boripocy 0 *aloBaHHBIX rpamoTax JIMutpoBckomy Bopucorme6-
CKOMY MOHACTBIPIO U ero 3emuepianeHud B X V—XVI Be. // Utenus, nocssiut. 840-neTuro
Jmutposa. Jmutpos, 19948. C. 21-31.

Kawmanos C. M. K Bompocy 0 KiacCH(pHUKAIUK BCIIOMOTATEIbHBIX HCTOPHYCCKHUX
muctmiuiiH // IlepecTpoiika B MCTOpHYECKON Hayke M MPOOIEMBI MCTOYHHKOBEICHUS U
CIIeIUANIbHBIX UCTOpUYecKuX aucuuruiuH. Kues, 1990a. C. 76.

Kawmanos C. M. K Bompocy 0 IOHATHH «IOCTOBEPHOCTH» B MIPUMEHEHHHN K AKTOBBIM
ucrounukam // Criopusle Bompockl oteuectBeHHON nctopun XI-XVIII Bekos: Te3. moki.
u coobm. [lepBrIx yTeHnit, mocesm. mamsatua A. A. 3umuHa. Y. 1. M., 19906. C. 103—-106.

Kawmanos C. M. K Bonpocy o CHIHOBBSIX OOPOBCKO-CEPITYXOBCKOTO KHs3s1 Bacuims
Spocnauya // Mctopudeckas aHTpOIONOrHs: MecTo B CHCTeMe CONMAIbHBIX HayK, HC-
TOYHUKH M METObI MHTepHpeTanun. M., 19986. C. 122—125.

Kawmanos C. M. K Boripocy o TUIONOrHH (arbCH(pUKAII HCTOYHUKOB SIIOXH CPE-
HeBekoBbsl. U. 1/ Apxeorpaduueckuii exxeroqnuk 3a 1988 rog. M., 1989a. C. 25-30.

Kawmanos C. M. K Boripocy o TUmonorau $parsCu(puKaIii HCTOYHUKOB SIIOXH CPE-
HeBekoBbsl. Y. 2 // Apxeorpaduueckuii exxeroquuk 3a 1989 ron. M., 1990s. C. 50-54.

Kawmanos C. M. K Boripocy o TUmonorau $parsCu(puKaIimi HCTOYHUKOB SIIOXH CPE-
HeBekoBbsl. U. 3 // Apxeorpaduueckuii exxeroqnuk 3a 1990 rox. M., 1992a. C. 34-40.



L.Stolyarova, S. Koroleva Sergey Kashtanov 243

Kawmanos C. M. K Boripocy o TUIIOTOTHH (ambcuUKAIUi HCTOUHUKOB SMOXU CPEJI-
HeBeKoBbsI. Y. 4 // Apxeorpaduyeckuii exxerogHuk 3a 1991 rox. M., 1994r. C. 33-41.

Kawmanos C. M. K Bonpocy 0 YMCIEHHOCTH PYCCKOTO BOWCKA U HAPOJIOHACEICHHS B
XVI B. // Pean3m uctopmaeckoro MeIuieHust: [Ipo0nemMbl 0TeuecTBeHHON HCTOPUH TIEpH-
ona ¢eomanmmzma. M., 1991a. C. 112-115.

Kawmanos C. M. K uzyuennto Kazanckoit Tonorpaduu (octpoBa KopoBamd u Upbi-
xoB) // Benmukuit Bomkckuit myTs. Kazaus, 20016. C. 293-307.

Kawmanos C. M. K uctopuu 1eHeKHOTO cyeTa cpeHeBeKoBoil Pycu // Beomorarens-
HBI€ UCTOPUYECKHE UCIUIUIMHEL: BhIcimas 1Komia, uccienoBarelibekas AesTelbHOCTb, 00-
mIeCTBEHHBIC opranm3auun. M., 1994x. C. 78-81.

Kawmanos C. M. K uctopurt MOHaCTBIPCKOTO 3eMJIEBIIaICHUs B JIMUTPOBCKOM y/iee B
XV-XVI BB. // MockoBckas Pycs (1359—-1584): Kynprypa u ncToprdeckoe caMOCO3HaHHUE.
M., 1997a. C. 227-247.

Kawmanos C. M. K uctopun deomanbHoTo 3emieBnaneHns B CBUSHKCKOM yesne B 70-X
romax XVI B.: XKanoBanHsie rpamothl 1572—1575 rr. // Uctopuorpadus 1 HCTOYHUKOBE IE-
Hue: Bonpockr metonuku uccnenosanus. Kazans, 1978s. C. 132-142.

Kawmanos C. M. K ucropun (eogaabHOr0 3eMIIEBIaICHUS 1 IMMyHHTeTa B Mypom-
ckoM kpae B XV B. // YBaposckue utenus — II. M., 1994e. C. 103—-113.

Kawmanos C. M. K ucropuorpadun kpernocraoro npasa B Poccuu [U. 1] // Uctopus u
uctopuku. Vcropuorpadus ucropun CCCP: CO. crareit. M., 1965a. C. 270-312.

Kawmanoes C. M. K ucropuorpadun kpernocraoro npasa B Poccuu [U. 2] // Uctopus u
ucTopuku: Mcropuorpadpmueckuii exxerogauk. 1972, M., 19736. C. 126—-141.

Kawmanos C. M. K Teopuu 1 pakTHKe CPaBHUTEIBHOTO HCTOUHKHKOBeAeHMs // HopHa
y uctouHnka cyap0er. M., 2001B. C. 158-168.

Kawmanose C. M. KommeHTapuu K ABaauarh aeiromy Tomy «Mcropum Poccuu c
npesHelmmx Bpemen» // ConoBseB C. M. Uctopus Poccun ¢ npeBHeimmx BpemeH. M.,
19666. Ku. 15 (T. 29). C. 278-298 (2-e u3n.: M., 1995. C. 265-283).

Kawmanos C. M. KomMeHTapuu K JBafuarh MSATOMY M JABAJIaTh IMIECTOMY TOMaM
«Hcropun Poccun ¢ npeBHeiimux Bpemen» // ConosbeB C. M. Mctopus Poccuu ¢ npeBHeii-
mwux BpemeH. M., 19656. Ku. 13 (T. 25-26). C. 596619 (2-e uzn.: M., 1994. C. 568-587).

Kawmanoe C. M. Konnitnsle kauru Tponne-CeprueBa MoHactbipst X VI B. // 3anucku
OP I'BJI. Bem. 18. M., 1956. C. 3-47.

Karmranos C. M. KopnioparusHslit coctas pycckoro Boiicka B X VI B. // Poccuiickoe rocymap-
c1B0 XVII — Havana XX B.: DKOHOMIKA, IOJIUTHKA, KyIbTypa. ExarepunOypr, 1993a. C. 73-75.

Kawmanos C. M. Kto 6bu1 Kapn, «cectpuunay Bacunus 111? // Teneanorus: Vicrounn-
ku. [Ipobnemer. Metonsr uccnenoBanus. M., 19896. C. 22-26.

Kawmanoe C. M. JleB Bnagumuposnya Yepernuus (1905-1977) // Apxeorpaduueckuii
exxeronuuk 3a 1977 rox. M., 1978r. C. 378-380.

Kawmanos C. M. MecTHOe ynpaieHue u peomanbHoe 3emiennaaenue B Poccun X1V
Beka // [Ipo6neMsr HCTOpHH, PyCCKOH KHIDKHOCTH, KYJIBTYPBI H OOIIECTBEHHOTO CO3HAHNSI.
Hosocubupck, 20006. C. 297-306.

Kawmanos C. M. Ha myTsx k Mockse // Apxeorpadudeckuii exxerogHuk 3a 1997 rox.
M., 19976. C. 107-119.

Kawmanos C. M. O Hakazanuu ¢anbcu()UKaTOPOB B CpEIHIE BEeKa U paHHEE HOBOE
BpeMs Ha 3anane u B Poccun // Pocens u muposas muBrimsaiust: K 70-neturo dieHa-kop-
pecnonnenta PAH A. H. Caxaposa. M., 20008. C. 105-123.

Kawmanos C. M. O MOAJTUHHOCTH U TOCTOBEPHOCTH aKTOBBIX UCTOYHUKOB // O mos-
JIMHHOCTHU M JOCTOBEPHOCTH UCTOPHUYECKOTO UcToUHUKA. Kazanp, 19916. C. 24-41.

Kawmanos C. M. O tune Pycckoro rocymapctBa XIV-XVI BB. // Urenust namstu
B. b. Kobpuna: [IpobiaeMsl oTeuecTBEHHON HCTOPUU M KyJBTYpHI Iepuoaa (eomannma.
M., 19926. C. 85-92.

Kawmanos C. M. O0uye TeHACHINN JOKYMEHTHPOBAHUS B KaHIEISIPUSIX CPETHEBE-
koBoit Pycu // Boctounast EBpona B ncropudeckoii perpocnekruse: K 80-netuto B. T. [1a-
myTo. M., 1999s. C. 100-110.

Kawmanoe C. M. Otmena tapxanoB B Poccun B cepenune X VI B. // UCCCP. 1986.
Ne 6. C. 40-60.

Kawmanos C. M. OTpakeHHE B JKaJIOBAaHHBIX U YKa3HBIX IpaMoTax (PUHAHCOBOW CH-
cteMsl Pycckoro rocymapcersa // Ucropmaeckue 3anmcku. M., 1961. T. 70. C. 251-275.

Kawmanos C. M. Ouepku pycckoii qurioMatuku. M., 1970.

Kawmanos C. M. Tlaneorpadus xamoBaHHbIX rpamoT XVI B. / Kondepenuus mo
HCTOPUH CPETHEBEKOBOW MMCbMEeHHOCTH 1 KHMrU. EpeBan, 19776. C. 37.



244 Heritage Nomina et scholae

Kawmanoe C. M. TTucemo dpaniy3ckux koposieBckux aktoB XII —nepsoit tpetn XIII B.
(O xuure dpancyassl ['acnappn) // [Ipodnemsr maneorpadun u xomukonorud B CCCP. M.,
19746. C. 306-318.

Kawmanos C. M. Tlo cnegam Tpounrkux xonuiiHbIX KHUT X VI B. ([Toromunckuit coop-
Huk 1846 u apxus Tpowure-Cepruesa moHacteips). [U. 1]/ 3amucku OP I'BJI. M., 19778.
Bemm. 38. C. 30-63.

Kawmanos C. M. Tlo cnenam Tpounkux konuitHeix kHur X VI B. (ITorogunckuit c6op-
Huk 1846 u apxuB Tponue-CeprueBa moHactsips). [U. 2] // 3amucku OP I'BJI. M., 1979.
Bein. 40. C. 4-58.

Kamranos C. M. Ilo cnenam Tpounrkux xonumitHeix kKHAT X VI B. (IToroguHCkmii c6op-
Huk 1846 u apxuB Tpowune-Cepruesa moHacteips). [U. 3] // 3amucku OP I'BJI. M., 1981.
Bemm. 42. C. 5-63.

Kawmanos C. M. Tlo cnenam Tpounkux konuitHeix kHur X VI B. (ITorogunckuii c6op-
HuK 1846 u apxuB Tpoune-Cepruesa moHacTeipst). [U. 4] // 3armucku OP I'BJI. M., 1982a.
Beim. 43 C. 4-37.

Kawmanos C. M. Pannss coBerckast ucrtopuorpadus GpeogaabHOro UMMYHHTETA B
Poccun // Uctopust u uctopuku. 1974. M., 1976. C. 148-188.

Kawmanos C. M. Pony Cynebnuka 1497 . B MICTOPHH pOCCUICKOTO 3aKOHOATEILCTBA
// Cyne6nuk 1497 I. B KOHTEKCTE HCTOPUHU POCCHUIiCKOTO 1 3apyberxHoro mpasa X[-XIX BB.
M., 2000r. C. 32-51.

Kawmanos C. M. Poccust // Uctopus EBpormsl. T. 3. M., 19936. C. 118-138.

Kawmanos C. M. Poct rocynapcTBeHHBIX TOBUHHOCTEH BO Bropoii mojosuae X VI B. //
O0611ecTBO U rocynapcTBo GeonansHoi Poccuun. M., 1975. C. 291-295.

Kawmanos C. M. PoctoBckwmii ye3n npu Bacummu 111 // Uctopust u xynsrypa Poctos-
ckoit 3emin. 1994. Pocrtos, 19958. C. 59-67.

Kawmanos C. M. CoBpeMeHHBIE TPOOIEMBI €BPOTICHCKOM IUIIOMATHKHY // ApXeorpa-
¢uueckuii exeroqauk 3a 1981 rog. M., 19826. C. 26-51.

Kawmanos C. M. TBopueckoe Hacneaue C. B. baxpymuHa u ero 3HaueHne IjIst Co-
BeTckoit uctoprueckoit Hayku: (K 100-neruto co aus poxnenust) / UCCCP. 19828. Ne 6.
C. 110-123.

Kawmanos C. M. ®uHaHCOBasi NONUTHKA MEpHOJa ONPUYHHUHBI // Poccust Ha myTsx
neHTpanu3anud. M., 1982r. C. 77-89.

Kawmanoe C. M. ®unancoas npodiema B iepuos nposeneHus Misanom ['po3HbIM 110-
TUTHKA «ynenay // Ucropudeckue 3amucku. T. 82. M., 19686. C. 243-272.

Kawmanos C. M. ®unancoBoe ycTporicTBO MOCKOBCKOTO KHsKecTBa B cepenune X1V
B. TIO TaHHBIM JYXOBHBIX TpamoT // MiccienoBanus Mo HCTOpHU U HCTOpHOTrpaduu deoxna-
ym3ma. M., 19821, 173—-189.

Kawmanos C. M. ®unancel [Bropoit monoBuHbl X VI B.] // Ouepku uctopun CCCP:
[epuon dheonamusma, koner XV — nagano XVII B. M., 1955a. I'n. 2. § 10, . C. 343-349.

Kawmanos C. M. ®unanchl [nepBoit nmonoBunasl X VI B.] / Ouepku uctopuun CCCP:
[epuon dheonamusma, koner XV — Hagano XVII B. M., 19556. I'n. 1. § 4, n. C. 139-147.

Kawmanos C. M. ®unancsl cpegaeBexoBoii Pycu. M., 1988. C. 5.

Kawmanoe C. M. ®opmuposanue Pocrosckoro yezga B XV-XVI BB. Y. 1: Poxne-
cTBeHcKkui ctaH // Vicropust u Kynbrypa PoctoBekoit 3emmu. 1995. Poctos, 19966. C. 8-16.

Kawmanos C. M. 1lepkoBHas ropucaukius B koHie X1V — vadane XVI 8. // LlepkoBs,
o01mrecTBO U rocyaapcTBo B (eomanpHoi Poccun. M., 1990r. C. 151-163.

Kawmanoe C. M. Yeprex 3emensHoro ydactka XVI B. // Tpynst MTUAU. T. 17. M.,
1963. C. 429-436.

Kawmanoe C. M. DBonrouus BEIMKOKHSKECKOIO M LAPCKOTO TUTYJa B I'paMOTax
aponckuM MoHacTeIpsiM X VI B. // Poccus n xpuctnanckuit Bocrok. Beim. 1. M., 1997s.
C. 105-134.

Kawmanos C. M., Kupuuenxo JI. A. K ucropun ¢eonanpHoro 3emiuesiageHus B Po-
ctoBckoM yeszie B XVI B.: J[Be yka3Hble rpaMoThl 1537 I. 0 ropofoBOif HOBUHHOCTH Kpe-
cThsH cena ['ycapaukoBa // Mctopus u kynsrypa PocroBekoit 3emmu. 1992. Pocros, 1993.
C. 128-147.

Kawmanos C. M., Knoxman IO. P. CoBeTckas nureparypa 1965-1966 rr. mo ucropun
Poccun o XIX B. // UCCCP. 1967. Ne 5. C. 156-177.

Kawmanos C. M., Komenvrukosa JI. A. [Ipobnemsr menueBucTukd Ha VI MexayHa-
ponHoit KoH(pepeHu o FKoHOMHYecKoit uctopun B [Iparo // Cpennue Beka. Boim. 39. M.,
1975a. C. 262-265.

Kawmanos C. M., Komenvrurosa JI. A. VI MexayHapoaHasi KOHQEPEHIHS 110 9KOHO-



L.Stolyarova, S. Koroleva Sergey Kashtanov 245

mudeckoit ucropuu (Cripoc u norpedieHue: ux yposeHb u crpykrypa B XIII-XVIII BB.) //
Bectuuk AH CCCP. M., 1974. Ne 10. C. 84-86.

Kawmanoe C. M., Komenvuuxosa JI. A. V1 «Henensi» MexIyHapoOJHOTO MHCTUTYTa
sKoHOMIYecKoi ucropuu B [Iparo // Bonpocsr uctopun. 19756. Ne 2. C. 166-171.

Kawmanos C. M., Kypnocos A. A. HekoTopble BONPOCHI TCOPUU HCTOUHHKOBEICHUS //
HUctopuuecknii apxus. 1962. Ne 4. C. 173-186.

Kawmanos C. M., Jlumsun A. JI. K mpoGieMe J10CTOBEPHOCTH HCTOPUUECKUX HCTOYHU-
xoB // V3 uctopuu Tarapun: Kpaesemueckuii cOopruk. Kazans, 1965. C. 297-318.

Kawmanos C. M., Cmonsposa JI. B. Eumie pa3z o nare Tak Ha3piBaeMoro « CHIICKOro»
eBanrenus // Coobmenus PoctoBckoro mysest. Beim. 8. Poctos, 1995. C. 3-48.

Kawmanoes C. M., Cmonsaposa JI. B. Konuiinas kaura aktoB [1aBno-OGHOpCcKoro MoHa-
ctoips // Uctopus u xynerypa PocroBekoit 3emmm. 2001. Poctos, 2002.

Kawmanos C.M., Yepnobaes A. A. Anexcanap Anekcanaposud 3umus (1920-1980) //
HUctopuku Poccnn XVIII-XX Bekos. Beim. 5. M., 1998. C. 133-148.

Kusaseseckaa O. A., Mowrxosa JI. B. JlpeBHue ciaBsHO-pycckue pykomucu B LleH-
TPaJbHOM rocynapcTBeHHOM apxuBe npeBHUX akToB CCCCP // Russian linguistics. 1987.
Vol. 11. Ne 2-3. P. 206.

Ouepku ucropuu ucropudeckoit Hayku B CCCP. M., 1960. T. 2. C. 575-655, 657-668.

Ouepku ucropuu ucropuyeckoit Hayku B CCCP. M., 1963. T. 3. C. 565-577, 615-628.

Ilepeuens akToB apxuBa Tpourne-Cepruesa MoHacThIps: 1505-1537. M., 2007.

Anun B. JI. AxroBsie neuatu Jpesneit Pycu X—XV BB. T. 1. M., 1970. C. 157.

Kachtanov S. M. Le papier occidental en Russie du XIVe au XVlIe siecle: Les voies de
la penetration et sa typologie // Produzione e commercio della carta e del libro. Secc. XIII—
XVIII: Atti delia “Ventitreesima Settimana di Studi”. Prato, 1992. P. 251-267.

Kachtanov S. M. Sisteme de l'administration locale en Russie // Actes du XI¢ Colloque
des historiens francais et sovietiques (18-21 septembre 1989). T. 1: L-administration locale
et le pouvoir central en France et Russie (XIII*-XV* siecle). 1989. P. 165-176.

Kachtanov S. M. Zu einigen Besonderheiten der Bevolkerungssituation Rublands im
16. Jahrundert // Jahrbucher fur Geschichte Osteuropas. Wiesbaden, 1995. Bd. 43. Hf. 3.
S. 321-346.

Kacshtanov S. M. La demande des grands proprietarires fonciers en objets de
consommation en Russie du XIVe au xv siecle / Domanda e consumi. Livelli e strutture
(nei secoli XIII-XVIII). Atti della “Sesta settimana di studio”. Firenze, 1978. P. 81-91.

Kacshtanov S., Vodoff V. Necrologie: L. V. Tcherepnin (1905-1977) // Le Moyen Age:
Revue d’Historie et de Philologit. Bruxelles, 1978. Vol. 84 (4¢ serie Vol. 33), Ne 2. P. 393—
396.

Kashtanov S. M. Die Gerichts- und Finanzpolitik zu Beginn der Regierung
“Auserwahlten Rates” (Izbrannaja Rada) // Forschungen zur osteuropaiscchen Geschichte.
B. [West]. 1986a. Bd. 38. S. 185-204.

Kashtanov S. M. Zum Herkunftsproblem des Begriffes Krestjane // Geschichte
Altrusslands in der Begriffswelt ihrer Quellen:Festschrift zum 70. Geburtstag von G.Stokl.
Stuttgart, 1986b. S. 188-219.

References

Gorskaya, N. A., Kashtanov, S. M., Svanidze, A. A. & Yurginis, Yu. M. (1985). XIII
issledovatel’skaya “nedelya” Mezhdunarodnogo instituta Franchesko Datini v Prato [13%
research “week” of the International institute of Francesco Datini in Prato]. In Srednie veka.
(Iss. 48, pp. 364—370). Moscow.

Gorskaya, N. A., Kashtanov, S. M., Svanidze, A. A. & Yurginis, Yu. M. (1982). XIII
nedelya e'’konomicheskoj istorii v Prato [13" week of economic history in Prato]. Voprosy'
istorii, 10, 153—-157.

ISSSR [History of USSR]. (1981). (Vol. 6, p. 209).

Kachtanov, S. M. (1989). Sisttme de l'administration locale en Russie. In Actes
du XI¢ Colloque des historiens francais et sovietiques (18-21 septembre 1989). Vol. 1:
L'administration locale et le pouvoir central en France et Russie (XIII*-XV® siecle) (pp.
165-176).

Kachtanov, S. M. (1992). Le papier occidental en Russie du XIV* au XVI¢siecle: Les
voies de la penetration et sa typologie. In Produzione e commercio della carta e del libro.
Secc. XIII-XVIII: Atti delia “Ventitreesima Settimana di Studi” (pp. 251-267). Prato.



246 Heritage Nomina et scholae

Kachtanov, S. M. (1995). Zu einigen Besonderheiten der Bevolkerungssituation Rub-
lands im 16. Jahrundert. In Jahrbucher fur Geschichte Osteuropas. (Bd. 43. Hf. 3. S. 321—
346). Wiesbaden.

Kacshtanov S. M. (1978). La demande des grands proprietarires fonciers en objets de
consommation en Russie du XIV¢ au X V¢ siecle / Domanda e consumi. Livelli e strutture
(nei secoli XITI-XVIII). Atti della “Sesta settimana di studio” (pp. 81-91). Firenze.

Kacshtanov, S. & Vodoff V. (1978). Necrologie: L. V. Tcherepnin (1905-1977). In Le
Moyen Age: Revue d Historie et de Philologit. Bruxelles (Vol. 84 (4 serie: Vol. 33), No. 2,
pp. 393-396).

Kashtanov, S. M. (1955). Finansy’ [pervoj poloviny’ XVI v.] [Finance [the 1* half of
the 16" century]]. In Ocherki istorii SSSR: Period feodalizma, konecz — nachalo v. (Ch. 1,
sec. 4, pp. 139-147). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1955). Finansy’ [vtoroj poloviny’ XVI v.] [Finance [the 2
half of the 16" century]]. In Ocherki istorii SSSR: Period feodalizma, konecz — nachalo v.
(Ch. 2, sec. 10, pp. 343-349). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1956). Kopijny'e knigi Troice-Sergieva monasty'rya XVI v. [Regis-
ter books of the Trinity Lavra of St. Sergius of the 16% century]. In Zapiski Otdela rukopisej
Gosudarstvennoj biblioteki im. V. I. Lenina. (Vol. 18, pp. 3—47). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1961). Otrazhenie v zhalovanny'h i ukazny’'h gramotah finansovoj
sistemy’ Russkogo gosudarstva [Reflection on grant and ukaz charters of the financial sys-
tem of the Russian state]. In Istoricheskie zapiski. (Vol. 70, pp. 251-275).

Kashtanov, S. M. (1963). Chertezh zemel'nogo uchastka XVI v. [A draft of a land lot of
the 16" century.]. In Trudy’ MGIAIL (Vol. 17, pp. 429-436). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1965). K istoriografii krepostnogo prava v Rossii [Part 1] [On
the historiography serfdom in Russia]. In Istoriya i istoriki. Istoriografiya istorii SSSR
(pp- 270-312). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1965). Kommentarii k dvadczat’ pyatomu i dvadczat’ shestomu
tomam «Istorii Rossii s drevnejshih vremen» [Comments to the twenty fifth volume of “A
history of Russia since the Ancient Times”]. In Solov'ev S. M. Istoriya Rossii s drevnejshih
vremen (Bk. 13 (Vol. 25-26), pp. 596—619). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1966). Izuchenie socialnoj i vnutripoliticheskoj istorii Rossii pe-
rioda feodalizma vo Francii v 1960-1964 gg. [Studying of the social and internal political
history of Russia of the period of feudalism in France in 1960-1964.]. ISSSR, 3, 189-203.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1966). Kommentarii k dvadcat’ devyatomu tomu «Istorii Rossii s
drevnejshih vremen» [Comments to the twenty ninth volume “History of Russia since the
Ancient Times”]. In Solov'ev S. M. Istoriya Rossii s drevnejshih vremen. (Bk. 15 (Vol. 29),
pp- 278-298). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1968). Finansovaya problema v period provedeniya Ivanom
Grozny'm politiki «udela» [Financial problem during the policy of “domain” by Ivan the
Terrible]. In Istoricheskie zapiski (Vol. 82, pp. 243-272).

Kashtanov, S. M. (1968). Izvestie o Zasechnom prikaze XVI v. [News of the Zasechny
order of the 16™ century]. Voprosy' istorii, 7, 204.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1969). Vliyanie krest'yanskoj reformy’ na razvitie istochnikoved-
cheskoj my'sli v Rossii [The influence of the peasant reform on the development of source
study thought in Russia]. In Voprosy' istoriografii i istochnikovedeniya. (Vol. 4, pp. 46—61).
Kazan.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1970). Ocherki russkoj diplomatiki [Essays on Russian diplomatics].
Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1973). K istoriografii krepostnogo prava v Rossii [Part 2] [On the
historiography serfdom in Russia]. In Istoriya i istoriki: Istoriograficheskij ezhegodnik (pp.
126-141). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1973). Vozniknovenie russkogo zemlevladeniya v Kazanskom krae
(dokumenty’) [The emergence of the Russian land tenure in Kazan region (documents)]. In
Iz istorii Tatarii. Kazan.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1974). Drevnerusskie pechati: (Razmy'shleniya po povodu knigi
V. L.Yanina) [Old Russian seals: (Reflections concerning the book V. L. Yanina)]. /SSSR,
3, 176-183.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1974). Pis'mo francuzskih korolevskih aktov XII — pervoj treti XIII
v. (O knige Fransuazy’ Gasparri) [The letter of the French royal acts of 12" — the first
third of the 13" century. (About Francoisa Gasparri’s book)]. In Problemy’ paleografii i
kodikologii v SSSR (pp. 306-318). Moscow.



L.Stolyarova, S. Koroleva Sergey Kashtanov 247

Kashtanov, S. M. (1975). Rost gosudarstvenny'h povinnostej vo vtoroj polovine XVI v.
[The growth of the state duties in the 2™ half of the 16" century]. In Obshhestvo i gosu-
darstvo feodal 'noj Rossii (pp. 291-295). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1976). Rannyaya sovetskaya istoriografiya feodal'nogo immuniteta
v Rossii [Early Soviet historiography of feudal immunity in Russia]. In Istoriya i istoriki.
1974 (pp. 148—188). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1977). Paleografiya zhalovanny'h gramot XVI v. [Paleography of
grant-charters of the 16™ century]. In Konferenciya po istorii srednevekovoj pis'mennosti i
knigi (p. 37). Erevan.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1977). Po sledam Troiczkih kopijny’h knig XVI v. (Pogodinskij
sbornik 1846 i arhiv Troice-Sergieva monasty’rya). Part 1 [In the wake of Troitsk register
books of the 16™ century (Pogodinsky collection 1846 and the archive of the Trinity Lavra
of St. Sergius)]. In Zapiski Otdela rukopisej Gosudarstvennoj biblioteki im. V. I. Lenina.
(Vol. 38, pp. 30-63). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1977). Vnutrennyaya torgovlya i spros krupny’h zemlevladel’'cev na
predmety’ potrebleniya v XIV-XV vv. [Domestic trade and demand of large landowners for
consumer goods in the 14"—15" centuries.]. ISSSR, 1, 144—160.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1978). Bor'ba za Uglich i drevnejshie piscovy'e opisaniya Uglich-
skogo uezda [Fight for Uglich and the most ancient scribe descriptions of Uglich district].
In Vostochnaya Evropa v drevnosti i srednevekov'e (pp. 204-219). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1978). Istoriko-geograficheskij kommentarij k vy'pisi iz piscovy’h
knig Uglichskogo uezda 1536-1537 gg. [The historical and geographical comment to ex-
cerpt from the scribe books of Uglich district of 1536—1537]. In Istoriografiya i istochniko-
vedenie severnogo krest'vanstva SSSR (pp. 24-33). Vologda.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1978). K istorii feodal'nogo zemlevladeniya v Sviyazhskom uezde v
70-h godah XVI v.: (Zhalovanny’e gramoty’ 15721575 gg.) [On the history of feudal land
tenure in Sviyazhsk district in the 1570s: (Grant-charters of 1572—1575)]. In Istoriografiya
i istochnikovedenie: Voprosy' metodiki issledovaniya (pp. 132—-142). Kazan.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1978). Lev Vladimirovich Cherepnin (1905-1977) [Lev Vladimi-
rovich Cherepnin (1905-1977)]. In Arheograficheskij ezhegodnik za 1977 god. (pp. 378—
380). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1979). Po sledam Troiczkih kopijny’h knig XVI v. (Pogodinskij
sbornik 1846 i arhiv Troice-Sergieva monasty’rya). Part 2 [In the wake of Troitsk register
books of the 16™ century (Pogodinsky collection 1846 and the archive of the Trinity Lavra
of St. Sergius)]. In Zapiski Otdela rukopisej Gosudarstvennoj biblioteki im. V. I. Lenina.
(Vol. 40, pp. 4-58). Moscow.

[Kashtanov, S. M.] (1980). Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Zimin [Aleksandr Aleksan-
drovich Zimin]. Voprosy' istorii, 4, 189.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1980). Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Zimin — issledovatel’ i pedagog
[Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Zimin — a researcher and teacher]. ISSSR, 6, 152—-157.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1981). Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Zimin (1920-1980) [Aleksandr
Aleksandrovich Zimin (1920-1980)]. In Arheograficheskij ezhegodnik za 1980 god (pp.
357-358). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1981). Po sledam Troiczkih kopijny’h knig XVI v. (Pogodinskij
sbornik 1846 i arhiv Troice-Sergieva monasty‘rya). Part 3 [In the wake of Troitsk register
books of the 16™ century (Pogodinsky collection 1846 and the archive of the Trinity Lavra
of St. Sergius)]. In Zapiski Otdela rukopisej Gosudarstvennoj biblioteki im. V. I. Lenina.
(Vol. 42, pp. 5-63). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1982). Finansovaya politika perioda oprichniny’ [Financial policy
of the period of oprichnina). In Rossiya na putyah centralizacii (pp. 77-89). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1982). Finansovoe ustrojstvo Moskovskogo knyazhestva v seredine
XIV v. po danny'm duhovny'h gramot [The financial structure of the Moscow principality
in the mid-14" century according to spiritual charters]. In Issledovaniya po istorii i istorio-
grafii feodalizma (pp. 173—189). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1982). Po sledam Troiczkih kopijny’h knig XVI v. (Pogodinskij
sbornik 1846 i arhiv Troice-Sergieva monasty'rya). Part 4 [In the wake of Troitsk register
books of the 16" century (Pogodinsky collection 1846 and the archive of the Trinity Lavra
of St. Sergius)]. In Zapiski Otdela rukopisej Gosudarstvennoj biblioteki im. V. I. Lenina.
(Vol. 43, pp. 4-37). Moscow.



248 Heritage Nomina et scholae

Kashtanov, S. M. (1982). Sovremenny’e problemy’ evropejskoj diplomatiki [Mod-
ern problems of European diplomatics]. In Arheograficheskij ezhegodnik za 1981 god
(pp. 26-51). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1982). Tvorcheskoe nasledie S. V. Bahrushina i ego znachenie dlya
sovetskoj istoricheskoj nauki: (K 100-letiyu so dnya rozhdeniya) [Creative heritage of
S. V. Bakhrushin and his value for the Soviet historical science: (To the 100®-birthday an-
niversary)]. ISSSR, 6, 110-123.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1985). Itogi finansovoj politiki v Russkom gosudarstve k seredine
XVI v. [Results of financial policy in the Russian state by the mid-16" century]. ISSSR, 4,
118-136.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1986). Die Gerichts- und Finanzpolitik zu Beginn der Regierung
,Auserwahlten Rates” (Izbrannaja Rada). In Forschungen zur osteuropaiscchen Ge-
schichte. B. [West]. (Bd. 38. S. 185-204).

Kashtanov, S. M. (1986). Otmena tarhanov v Rossii v seredine X VI v. [The abolition of
tarkhans in Russia in the mid-16" century]. Istoriya SSSR, 6, 40—60.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1986). Zum Herkunftsproblem des Begriffes Krestjane. In Ge-
schichte Altrusslands in der Begriffswelt ihrer Quellen: Festschrift zum 70. Geburtstag von
G. Stokl (s. 188-219). Stuttgart.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1988). Finansy' srednevekovoj Rusi [Finances of medieval Russia]
(p- 5). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1989). K voprosu o tipologii fal'sifikacij istochnikov e'pohi
srednevekov’ya [On the typology of falsifications of sources of the Middle Ages. Part 1]. In
Arheograficheskij ezhegodnik za 1988 god (pp. 25-30). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1989). Kto by'l Karl, «sestrichich» Vasiliya I11? [Who was Charles,
“sestrichich” of Vasili I11?] In Genealogiya: Istochniki. Problemy'. Metody' issledovaniya
(pp- 22-26). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1990). Cerkovnaya yurisdikciya v konce XIV — nachale XVI v.
[Church jurisdiction at the end of 14" — early 16" century]. In Cerkov', obshhestvo i gosu-
darstvo v feodal 'noj Rossii (pp. 151-163). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1990). K voprosu o klassifikacii vspomogatel'ny'h istoricheskih dis-
ciplin [On the classification of auxiliary historical disciplines]. In Perestrojka v istorich-
eskoj nauke i problemy' istochnikovedeniya i special'ny'h istoricheskih discipline (p. 76).
Kiev.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1990). K voprosu o ponyatii «dostovernost’» v primenenii k aktovy'm
istochnikam [On the concept “reliability” of application to act sources]. In Sporny’e vo-
prosy' otechestvennoyj istorii XI-XVIII vekov. (Part 1, pp. 103—106). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1990). K voprosu o tipologii fal’sifikacij istochnikov e'pohi
srednevekov'ya [On the typology of falsifications of sources of the Middle Ages. Part 2].
In Arheograficheskij ezhegodnik za 1989 god (pp. 50-54). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1991). K voprosu o chislennosti russkogo vojska i narodonaseleniya
v XVI v. [On the number of the Russian army and the population in the 16" century]. In
Realizm istoricheskogo my'shleniya: Problemy’ otechestvennoj istorii perioda feodalizma
(pp. 112-115). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1991). O podlinnosti i dostovernosti aktovy'h istochnikov [About the
authenticity and reliability of assembly sources]. In O podlinnosti i dostovernosti istorich-
eskogo istochnika (pp. 24-41). Kazan.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1992). K voprosu o tipologii fal'sifikacij istochnikov e'pohi
srednevekov'ya [On the typology of falsifications of sources of the Middle Ages. Part 3].
In Arheograficheskij ezhegodnik za 1990 god (pp. 34—40). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1992). O tipe Russkogo gosudarstva XIV-XVI vv. [On the type of
the Russian state of the 14"—16" centuries]. In Chteniya pamyati V. B. Kobrina: Problemy’
otechestvennoj istorii i kul'tury’ perioda feodalizma (pp. 85-92). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1993). Korporativny'j sostav russkogo vojska v XVI v. [Corporate
structure of the Russian army in the 16" century]. In Rossijskoe gosudarstvo XVII — nacha-
la XX v.: E'konomika, politika, kul'tura (pp. 73-75). Yekaterinburg.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1993). Rossiya [Russia]. In Istoriya Evropy' (Vol. 3, pp. 118-138).
Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1994). By'la li Oda Shtadenskaya zhenoj v. kn. Svyatoslava Yaro-
slavicha? [Was Oda Shtadenskaya wife of Svyatoslav Yaroslavich?] In Vostochnaya Evropa
v drevnosti i srednevekov'e (pp. 16—18). Moscow.



L.Stolyarova, S. Koroleva Sergey Kashtanov 249

Kashtanov, S. M. (1994). Ivan Grozny'j i Rostov [Ivan the Terrible and Rostov]. In
Istoriya i kul'tura Rostovskoj zemli. 1993 (pp. 67-79). Rostov.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1994). K istorii denezhnogo scheta srednevekovoj Rusi [To the his-
tory of the monetary account of medieval Russia]. In Vspomogatel'ny'e istoricheskie dis-
cipliny’: Vy'sshaya shkola, issledovatel'skaya deyatel'nost', obshhestvenny'e organizacii
(pp. 78-81). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1994). K istorii feodal'nogo zemlevladeniya i immuniteta v Murom-
skom krae v XV v. [To the history of feudal land tenure and immunity in Murom region in
the 15" century]. In Uvarovskie chteniya — II (pp. 103—113). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1994). K voprosu o tipologii fal'sifikacij istochnikov e'pohi
srednevekov'ya [On the typology of falsifications of sources of the Middle Ages. Part 4].
In Arheograficheskij ezhegodnik za 1991 god (pp. 33—41). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1994). K voprosu o zhalovanny'h gramotah Dmitrovskomu Borisog-
lebskomu monasty'ryu i ego zemlevladenii v XV-XVI vv. [Revisiting the grant-charters
to Dmitrovsky Borisoglebsky Monastery and its land tenure in the 15"-16" centuries.].
In Chteniya, posvyashh. 840-letiyu Dmitrova (pp. 21-31). Dmitrov.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1995). Istoricheskie paralleli: Ivan III i Karl Martell [Parallels in his-
tory: Ivan III and Karl Martell]. In Rossiya v X=XVIII vekah: Problemy istorii, istoriografii
i istochnikovedeniya (pp. 180—181). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1995). K voprosu o «zoloty’h den’gah» kak naloge v XVI v. [On
the “gold money” as a tax in the 16" century]. In Rossiya v X—XVIII vv.: Problemy' istorii i
istochnikovedeniya. (Part 1, pp. 187-189). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1995). Rostovskij uezd pri Vasilii Il [Rostov district under Vasili I11].
In Istoriya i kul'tura Rostovskoj zemli. 1994 (pp. 59—-67). Rostov.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1996). Formirovanie Rostovskogo uezda v XV-XVI vv. Ch. 1:
Rozhdestvenskij stan [Formation of Rostov district in the 15"-16™ centuries. Part 1: Christ-
mas camp]. In Istoriya i kul'tura Rostovskoj zemli. 1995 (pp. 8—16). Rostov.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1996). Istochnikovedcheskie osnovy’ komparativnogo metoda v is-
torii [Source study bases of the comparative method in history]. In Istochnikovedenie i
komparativny'j metod v gumanitarnom znanii (pp. 30-35). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1997). E'volyuciya velikoknyazheskogo i czarskogo titula v gramo-
tah afonskim monasty'ryam XVI v. [Evolution of the grand princely and tsars' title in char-
ters to Athos monasteries of the 16" century]. In Rossiya i hristianskij Vostok. (Vol. 1,
pp- 105-134). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1997). K istorii monasty’rskogo zemlevladeniya v Dmitrovskom
udele v XV-XVI vv. [On the history of monastic land tenure in Dmitrovsky domain in the
15"-16™ centuries]. In Moskovskaya Rus' (1359—1584): Kul tura i istoricheskoe samosoz-
nanie (pp. 227-247). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1997). Na putyah k Moskve [On the way to Moscow]. In Arheogra-
ficheskij ezhegodnik za 1997 god (pp. 107-119). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1998). Aktovaya arheografiya [ Act archacography]. 318 p. Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1998). K voprosu o sy'nov'yah borovsko-serpuhovskogo knyazya
Vasiliya Yaroslavicha [On the sons of the Bohr and Serpukhov prince Vasili Yaroslavich].
In Istoricheskaya antropologiya: Mesto v sisteme social'ny'h nauk, istochniki i metody’
interpretacii (pp. 122—125). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1999). Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Zimin. Shtrihi k portretu [Alex-
ander Aleksandrovich Zimin. Strokes of a portrait]. In Rossiya v IX-XX vekah.: Problemy’
istorii, istoriografii i istochnikovedeniya. Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1999). Obshhie tendencii dokumentirovaniya v kancelyariyah sredn-
evekovoj Rusi [The general tendencies of documenting in offices of medieval Russia]. In
Vostochnaya Evropa v istoricheskoj retrospektive: K 80-letiyu V. T. Pashuto (pp. 100—110).
Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (1999). Zhalovanny'e akty’ na Rusi XII-XIV vv. [Grand-charters in
Russia the 1214 centuries.]. In Srednevekovaya Rus’. (Vol. 2, pp. 21-45). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (2000). Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Zimin (1920-1980) [Aleksandr
Aleksandrovich Zimin (1920-1980)]. In Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Zimin: Biobibliogra-
ficheskij ukazatel’ (pp. 7— 53). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (2000). Mestnoe upravlenie i feodal'noe zemlevladenie v Rossii
XIV veka [Local management and feudal land tenure in Russia the 14™ century]. In Prob-
lemy’ istorii, russkoj knizhnosti, kul'tury' i obshhestvennogo soznaniya (pp. 297-306).
Novosibirsk.



250 Heritage Nomina et scholae

Kashtanov, S. M. (2000). O nakazanii fal'sifikatorov v srednie veka i rannee novoe
vremya na Zapade i v Rossii [On punishment of falsifiers in the Middle Ages and early
modern times in the West and in Russia]. In Rossiya i mirovaya civilizaciya: K 70-letiyu
chlena-korrespondenta RAN A. N. Saharova (pp. 105-123). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (2000). Rol’ Sudebnika 1497 g. v istorii rossijskogo zakonodatel'stva
[The role of the Sudebnik (Code of laws) of 1497 in the history of the Russian legisla-
tion]. In Sudebnik 1497 g. v kontekste istorii rossijskogo i zarubezhnogo prava XI-XIX vv.
(pp- 32-51). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (2001). Instituty’ gosudarstvennoj vlasti Velikogo Novgoroda i Psk-
ova v svete nemeczkoj srednevekovoj terminologii (predvaritel'ny’e zametki) [Institutes of
the government of Veliky Novgorod and Pskov in the light of the German medieval termi-
nology (preliminary notes)]. In Istorik sredi istorikov (pp. 135-158).

Kashtanov, S. M. (2001). K izucheniyu Kazanskoj topografii (ostrova Korovnich i
Iry'hov) [On studying the Kazan topography (islands Korovnich and Irykhov)]. In Velikij
Volzhskij put' (pp. 293-307). Kazan.

Kashtanov, S. M. (2001). K teorii i praktike sravnitel'nogo istochnikovedeniya [On
the theory and practice of a comparative source study]. In Norna u istochnika sud’by’
(pp- 158-168). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. (2014). Issledovaniya po istorii knyazheskih kancelyarij sredneveko-
voj Rusi [Research on the history of princely offices of medieval Russia]. Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. & Chernobaev, A. A. (1998). Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Zimin
(1920-1980) [Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Zimin (1920-1980)]. In Istoriki Rossii XVIII-XX
vekov. (Vol. 5, pp. 133—148). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. & Klokman, Yu. R. (1967). Sovetskaya literatura 1965-1966 gg. po
istorii Rossii do XIX v. [The Soviet literature of 1965-1966 on the History of Russia untill
the 19" century]. ISSSR, 3, 156-177.

Kashtanov, S. M. & Kirichenko, L. A. (1993). K istorii feodal'nogo zemlevladeniya
v Rostovskom uezde v XVI v.: Dve ukazny'e gramoty’ 1537 g. o gorodovoj povinnosti
krest'yan sela Gusarnikova [On the history of feudal land tenure in Rostov district in the 16™
century: Two ukaz charters of 1537 about the gorodovoj duty of peasants of the village of
Gusarnikov]. In Istoriya i kul'tura Rostovskoj zemli. 1992 (pp. 128—147). Rostov.

Kashtanov, S. M. & Kotel'nikova, L. A. (1974). VI Mezhdunarodnaya konferenciya po
e’konomicheskoj istorii (Spros i potreblenie: ih uroven’ i struktura v XIII-XVIII vv.) [6®
International conference on economic history (Demand and consumption: their level and
structure in the 13%—18" centuries]. Vestnik AN SSSR, 10, pp. 84-86. Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. & Kotel'nikova, L. A. (1975). Problemy’ medievistiki na VI Mezh-
dunarodnoj konferencii po e’konomicheskoj istorii v Prato [Problems of medieval studies
at the 6™ International conference on economic history in Prato]. In Srednie veka. (Vol. 39,
pp- 262-265). Moscow.

Kashtanov, S. M. & Kotel'nikova, L. A. (1975). VI «nedelya» Mezhdunarodnogo insti-
tuta e’konomicheskoj istorii v Prato [6" “week” of the International institute of economic
history in Prato]. Voprosy' istorii, 2, pp. 166—171.

Kashtanov, S. M. & Kurnosov, A. A. (1962). Nekotory'e voprosy’ teorii istochniko-
vedeniya [Some questions of the theory of source study]. In Istoricheskij arhiv. (Vol. 4,
pp. 173-186).

Kashtanov, S. M. & Litvin, A. L. (1965). K probleme dostovernosti istoricheskih istoch-
nikov [On the problem of reliability of historical sources]. In Iz istorii Tatarii: Kraeved-
cheskij sbornik (pp. 297-318). Kazan.

Kashtanov, S. M. & Stolyarova, L. V. (1995). Eshhe raz o date tak nazy'vaemogo «Si-
jskogo» evangeliya [Once again about date of the so-called “Siysky” gospel]. In Soobshhe-
niya Rostovskogo muzeya. (Vol. 8, pp. 3—48). Rostov.

Kashtanov, S. M. & Stolyarova, L. V. (2002). Kopijnaya kniga aktov Pavlo-Obnorsko-
go monasty'rya [The register book of acts of the Pavlo-Obnorsky monastery]. In Istoriya i
kul'tura Rostovskoj zemli. 2001. Rostov.

Knyazevskaya, O. A. & Moshkova, L. V. (1987). Drevnie slavyano-russkie rukopisi v
Central'nom gosudarstvennom arhive drevnih aktov SSSR [Ancient Slavic-Russian manu-
scripts in the Central state archive of ancient acts of the USSR]. In Russian linguistics.
(Vol. 11, no. 2-3, p. 206).

Ocherki istorii istoricheskoj nauki v SSSR [Essays of the history of historical science in
the USSR]. (1960). (Vol. 2, pp. 575-655, 657-668). Moscow.



L.Stolyarova, S. Koroleva Sergey Kashtanov 251

Ocherki istorii istoricheskoj nauki v SSSR. [Essays of the history of historical science in
the USSR]. (1963). (Vol. 3, pp. 565-577, 615-628). Moscow.

Perechen’ aktov arhiva Troice-Sergieva monasty'rya: 1505—1537 [List of acts of Trinity
Lavra of St. Sergius: 1505-1537]. (2007). Moscow.

Yanin, V. L. (1970). Aktovy'e pechati Drevnej Rusi X=XV vv. [Act seals of the 10"-15%
centuries of Old Russia]. (Vol. 1, p. 157.) Moscow.

Zhukovskaya, L. P. (1982). O znachenii issledovaniya pontyuzo i nekotory’e drugie vo-
prosy’ filigranovedeniya [ About the value of research of chain lines and some other questions
of a filigree studies]. In Arheograficheskij ezhegodnik za 1981 god (pp. 64—76). Moscow.

The article was submitted on 21.01.2015

Cronaposa JIro608p BukTopoBna Stolyarova Lyubov’, Dr.,

I U. H., VIHCTUTYT BceoObeit Institute of World History,
ucropuu PAH, Russian Academy of Sciences,
Mocksa, Poccusa Moscow, Russia
Ivsto@mail.ru lvsto@mail.ru

Koponesa Csernana IOpneBHa Koroleva Svetlana

HAy4YHbI COTPYJHUK, VIHCTUTYT Researcher,

Bceobueit nctopun PAH, Institute of World History,
Mocksa, Poccnsa Russian Academy of Sciences,
korolevoy@mail.ru Moscow, Russia

korolevoy@mail.ru



